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des Couches in the Dreyfus crisis, the Bloc national of 1919, the
Cartel des Gauches of 1924, the Union nationals of 1926, or the
Front populaire of 1936—so the international crisis which threat-
ened national security was met by a so-called union sacree, or
all-party coalition. The Bordeaux Pact between Thiers and the
National Assembly in 1871 was virtually such a union, though
Thiers chose his ministers only from the moderate men of the
Centre parties. Like Gambetta in 1870, the Government ap-
pealed to French patriotism in all classes and parlies, yet kept
its own political principles and drew its personnel from only a
few groups. This is one form of unionsacree—a general rallying to
support a broadly acceptable government, and calling a truce
to active attempts to overthrow the Government. In 1914, a
similar movement took place. The Socialists agreed not to
exploit the murder of Jaures and the Right agreed not to con-
spire against the civil government of the Republic. It was
agreement 'not to shoot the pianist'.
But now there began a drive for a broad-based, comprehen-
sive ministry as well, ranging from symbolic figures of the Left,
like Sembat, to equally symbolic figures of the Right, like
Denys Cochin. A halt was called to pressure against clerical-
ists and anti-militarists like Laval. This second conception of
union sacree—all-party union within the government itself—was
frequently appealed to in later years, though never substanti-
ally repeated until the Provisional Government of 1944. Thus,
in 1936, the cry was raised for a government 'from Louis Marin
to Leon Blum', and in 1938 'from Reynaud to Thorez5—that is,
excluding only the extreme Right. Again in 1944 demands
were made for a government 'from Louis Marin to Marcel
CachhV (i.e. from Conservatives to Communists). The inclu-
sion of two Communists in the Provisional Government, which
also included not only Marin but Radicals, Christian Demo-
crats, Socialists and resisters of all shades of opinion, was just
such a union: although complaints were made that Commun-
ists and resisters were inadequately represented.
But, as Professor Brogan has pointed out, the alleged lessons
of history concerning unions sacrees have usually been exagger-
ated. That of 1914 was short-lived, and the Clemenceau gov-

